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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to Applicant's Amendments, filed on September 06, 
2005 have been considered but they are not persuasive. 

2. The pending claims are 1-2 and 4-9. 

Response to Arguments 

3. In response to Applicant's remark filed on September 06, 2005, the following 
factual arguments are noted: 

Novak et al (US Patent No. 6,393,419), Landress (6,351,744) alone or in 
combination, fails to teach for; 

1 , "a second interface to an access unit which provides access mechanisms for 
different memory structures, wherein the unit provides the application with appropriate 
data by accessing the access unit and affords changes to the data independent of 
changes made to the data via the first interface", 

2, "third interface to a consistency module for automatically updating changes to 
the data for further applications accessing the same data" and, 

3, "no teaching, suggestion or motivation for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the Novak and Landresse reference". 
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Examiner does not agree. The point of claimed limitation is that different interface 
(multiple interface) accesses for different memory structure to change same data 
independently, and the data separately changed updates the same data. 

In response to 1, Landress discloses, "multiple number of database engines 
having access routines available to multiple numbers of user application programs are 
connected to different sets of data file structures in databases composed of multiple 
physical files", see (col. 2, lines 35-47). This teaches that second interface access 
different memory structures. 

In response to 2, Novak discloses, multi-client (101-106, fig. 1D) can accesses 
database (S14, fig. 3) and modifies or changes data (S16, fig. 3, for instance, data x). 
Once data (x) changed, the system changes (overwrite) same data x. This teaches the 
each client accesses and modifies same data in different time (independent data 
change). Last data modified overwrites (automatically updates) same data in order to 
get data consistency. Thus, the disclosed system provides dada integrity (data 
consistency) for limitation of "third interface to a consistency module for automatically 
updating changes to the data for further applications accessing the same data". 

In response to 3, the system or Landress is a multiprocessor system access 
database and concurrently update data and provides accessing different data file 
structure, see (col. 2, lines 35-47). Accessing different file structure provides data 
compatibility to manage different data file type, especially, in multimedia data (audio, 
image, text data, etc) management system. Thus, the examiner recognizes that 
obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the 
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prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). Thus, Novak et al (US Patent No. 6,393,419) and/or Landress (6,351,744) 
disclose or suggest for second interface to an access unit which provides access 
mechanisms for different memory structures, wherein the unit provides the application 
with appropriate data by accessing the access unit and affords changes to the data 
independent of changes made to the data via the first interface; and a third interface to 
a consistency module for automatically updating changes to the data for further 
applications accessing the same data, and provides motivation for combination the 
Novak and Landdress, and provides the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves 
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 


4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-2 and 4-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Novak et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,393,419, hereinafter, "Novak") in view Landresse 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,351,744). 

With respect to claim 1, Novak discloses, first interface (102-106, multi-user, 
clients, each user has each interface to access database 101, fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22- 
67) to an application which initializes access to the data and affords changes to the 
data, see (fig. 2, col. 4, lines 13-30, for instance, client A access database record X); 
second interface (102-106, multi-user, clients, each user has each interface to access 
database 101 independently, fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22-67) to an access unit provides the 
application with appropriate data by accessing access unit and affords changes to the 
data independent of changes made to the data (fig. 2, col. 4, lines 13-30, for instance, 
client A access database record X) via the first interface; and third interface to a 
consistency module (data consistency consideration by data integrity, col. 8, lines 2-9, 
col. 3, lines 29-37) for automatically updating changes to the data for further 
applications accessing the same data (record x, multi-client database editing of same 
data record x, the system provides data integrity, consistency, S10-S20, fig. 3, col. 4, 
lines 54-67 to col. 5, lines 1-50). Novak does not explicitly disclose, second interface to 
an access unit which provides access mechanisms for different memory structures. 
However, Landresse discloses, "multiple number of database engines having access 
routines available to multiple numbers of user application programs are connected to 
different sets of data file structures in databases composed of multiple physical files", 
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see (col. 2, lines 35-47). This teaches that second interface access different memory 
structures. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to modify by incorporating second 
interface to an access unit which provides access mechanisms for different memory 
structures with system of Landresse. One having ordinary skill in the art at the time the - 
invention was made would have been motivated to use such a combination because 
that would provide Novak's system the multi-accessing capability to access different 
data structure from different client, which provides data compatibility and integrity to 
manipulate data in the data management system. 

With respect to claim 2, Novak discloses, application is produced on an object- 
oriented basis, and the data are provided as required objects (database record), see 
(col. 3, lines 29-52, database records are objects). 

With respect to claim 4, Novak discloses, first data processing device in which 
the data are stored, see (101, database, fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22-67, data is stored in 
database). 

With respect to claim 5, Novak discloses, first and second data devices being 
connected to another via a network, see (fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22-67, 101, database and 
each client 102-106 are connected via network communication environment). 
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With respect to claim 6, Novak discloses, unit is arranged in the first data 
processing device, see (fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22-67, computer processing system). 

With respect to claim 7, Novak discloses, first interface is used for connection to 
a network interface unit, see (fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22-67, each client interface 102-106 
are connected via network communication environment). 

With respect to claim 8, Novak discloses, each application has a respectively 
associated application-specific unit, see (fig. 1D, col. 2, lines 22-53, each application 
has each database accessing unit). 

With respect to claim 9, Novak discloses, first interface (102-106, multi-user, 
clients, each user has each interface to access database 101, fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22- 
67) to an application which initializes access to the data and affords changes to the 
data, see (fig. 2, col. 4, lines 13-30, for instance, client A access database record X); 
second interface (102-106, multi-user, clients, each user has each interface to access 
database 101 independently, fig. 1A, col. 2, lines 22-67) to an access unit provides the 
application with appropriate data by accessing access unit and affords changes to the 
data independent of changes made to the data (fig. 2, col. 4, lines 13-30, for instance, 
client A access database record X) via the first interface; and third interface to a 
consistency module (data integrity, col. 7, lines 57-65) for automatically updating 
changes to the data for further applications accessing the same data (record x, multi- 
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client database editing of same data record x, the system provides data integrity, 
consistency, S10-S20, fig. 3, col. 4, lines 54-67 to col. 5, lines 1-50). Novak does not 
explicitly disclose, second interface to an access unit which provides access 
mechanisms for different memory structures. However, Landresse discloses, "multiple 
number of database engines having access routines available to multiple numbers of 
user application programs are connected to different sets of data file structures in 
databases composed of multiple physical files", see (col. 2, lines 35-47). This teaches 
that second interface access different memory structures. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to modify by incorporating second interface to an access unit which provides 
access mechanisms for different memory structures with system of Landresse. One 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have been 
motivated to use such a combination because that would provide Novak's system the 
multi-accessing capability to access different data structure from different client, which 
provides data compatibility and integrity in the data management system. 
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Conclusion 


6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Isaac M. Woo whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4043. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on (571) 272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

IMW 

November 14, 2005 



